i is fi at NCJRS.gov.
f have issues viewing or accessing this file contact us
If you ha

- L\gpartment of Justice
na\Instituie of Justice

This documen has been Produced exactly as received from the
berson or organization origin®®ng it. Poinis of view or opinions stated
10 this document are those of the authors and do not necessarily

répresent the officig: Position or policies of the National Institute of
Justice

Permission to reproduce this Copynghted matena| has been
granted by

"inistry of Justjce L
the Haque, “mrHm RLANDS

to the Natioral Criminal Justice Reference Service INCJRS)

Further re€production ouiside of the NCJRS syslem requires perms-
S10n of the Copynight owner

dr. Maria

MINISTRY of JUSTICE
The Hague — Netheriands

1985

1

Brand—Koolen



[1l

Immigrants in detention

Contents

1 Introduction

r

Immigrants in the Netheriands

3 Immigrants and the law

4 Immigrants in detention

3 Turks and Moroccans in detention

é Surinamese in detention

~J

Moluccans in detention

3 Discussion

{21
1 INTRODUCTION

Like many other countries in Western Europe, the Netherlands is taced
with a problem of minorities and aliens. Inhabitants of the former
overseas territories, guest workers and other migrants came to the
country in large and small numbers beginning in the sixties, and most
of them are expected tou remain here. As a result of these migrations
the legal system is having to deal with increasing numbeirs of
immigrants. This is particularly true of the penal institutions, which
are populated to a disproportionate extent with members of warious
immigrant groups. This causes major problems in the daily life of the

prisons for both the institutions and the prisoners.

A few studies hawve recent!y been carried out, principally into the
problems of immigrant prisoners in Dutch penal institutions. The
problems of the institutions themselves with their mixed populations
have also been considered. The present paper summarises the findings of
these surveys, in sections 4-7. Section ! provides readers with some
background information on immigrants in the Netherlands; section 2

contains a brief survey of the numbers of immigrants coming into

contact with the taw. The paper concludes with a brief discussion
t{section &),
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2 IMMIGRANTS IN THE NETHERLANDS

Before considering the position of 1mmigrants in the legal system in
general and those in detention in particular, a brief account of
immigrants in the Netherlands and the government’s policy on the matter
1s called for. By immigrants we mean aliens and members of ethnic

minorities,

Ey ethnic minorities we mean members of non-native populations resident
in the Netherlands and suffering social and economic deprivation. To
obviate continual discussions on the gquestion of who thic includes, the
government has made a limitative list of these groups (summarised 1n

table 1J.

Table ! Ethnic minorities as defined by Dutch policy!?

.

Fetimates as of 1/1/81

Mediterranean workKers and their tamil:es 276,700
Migrants from the Antilles and their descendants 38,359

Migrants fraom Surinam and their descendants with

Dutch citizenship and Surinamese citizenship 117,488
Moluccans and their descendants 48,809
Refugees (arrived since 1973 19,096
Gypsies (foreign and Dutch) 3,000 '
Total 586,160
Other aliens 208,009

1 This definition does not zoincide systematically with the

nationality or country of birth criterion.

Source: ‘R, Penninx, Sopemi — The Nether!ands, 1983.

=8
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By aliens is meant persons not possessing Dutch nationality. It is
clear that the two definitions overlap to some extent. Turks and
Moroccans resident here are both aliens and members of ethnic
minorities, for example. Turks and Moroccans not resident here (but for
instance detained here) are aliens but not members of ethnic
minorities. Surinamese with Dutch nationality are members of ethnic
minorities but not aliens. Western Europeans and Americans living 1n
the Netherlands are aliens but not members of ethnic minorities, and so

on.

The largest and most important group of ethnic minorities comprises
those Known as °“guest workers® and their families.®! Their numbers
have been estimated at 294,796 as of ! January (981 and 323,309 as of !
January 1984, Guest workers were encouraged to come and workK 1n Dutch
industry during the economic boom. The first came in the late fifties
and early sixties; these were mainly [talians, Spanish and Greeks.
Later much larger (and culturaliy more different) groups came from
TurkKey and Morocco. Recruitment of guest workKers was halted i1n about
1973. Against the original expectation of both the Dutzh government and
the gues! workers themselves, many did not return to their own
countries; they stayed in the Netherlands and brought their familiss
here. It is presumed that this reunification of families is now
virtually complete. A second large group of ethnic minorit:ies comprises
inhabitante of the former Dutch colony of Surinam (Dutch Guiana in
South Americas and the Netherlands Antilles +Caribbean). Thay came to
the Netherlands not as guest workers but for educational, social,
economic or poiittical reasons (or 3 combination of these)., Most of them
came 1n the seventies; the granting of i1ndependence to Surinam (1975
aused wvarious "wayes" o4 immigrants to mowve here. After 1780 migration
between Surinam and the Netherlands became more difficult; no more
jarge infiuxes are now expected. The Netheirlands Antilles for the time
being stili 4orm sart of the Kingdom of the Netherlands. Whether more

yar

W0

e 1nfluxes of Anoi!l2an 1mmigrants are likely to take place in the
futypz 1z no® ¥nown.02 Since registration by race does not exist in

the Nether!land

[0}

. and probably wi'l not be introduced (there is

considerabl=2 opposition to the ideay, the total number of Surinamese

[&1

accordingly to remove deprivation (make facilities accessible and allow
equal participation in them - a fair share) and to combat

discrimination.
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3 IMMIGRANTS AND DETENTION

The Dutch legal system has had to deal with increasing numbers of
immigrants in recent years.9! This growth has been due to a number

of completeiy different causes.

First, there 1s the fact that the general level of crime i1n .he
Netherlands - as in various other Western countries - has risen sharply
during the |ast ten years.02 The number of reports made to the

police has trebled and the number of cases brought to court doubled.
This trend was until recentiy even stronger in the large cities.083

[t 1s not surprising, then, that more immigrants - in absclute terms -

have hao brushes with the law.

Second, the proportion of the overall population represuiited by
immigrants has risen, which has similarly ied to large numbers of
immigrants 1n the penal system. To this must be added that immigrants
are relatively strongly represented i1n the large cities, where the
level of crime has been higher. The specific age mix (varicus immigrant
groups at present have a relatively hijn percentage of young people)
has nc doubt also had an effect, as have social and economic

deprivation and the problems of the second generation.

Whatever the case, the fact is that whereas in about 1978 the suspects
1n 8-187 of all courit cases were immigrants, the percentage rose to I?

in 1980 (see +ig. D).

<8
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While the percentage of immigrants in court cases is approaching 28,

that ot immigrants in penal institutions is much higher. This is due

both to sentencing and to the pattern of crime.

As regards sentencing, surveys carried out in the seventies pointed to
a number of differences between aiiens and Dutch.94 In general,

sentences on aliens are more severe than on Dutch offenders. On the

other hand, less seriogus cases against aliens are more likely to be

dropped, especially if the alien in question has no legal right to be

in the country, in which case he is deported.

The heavier sentencing of aliens is due to two facters. First, aliens
are more cften placed in pre-trial detention because of the risk of
escape; in the less serious cases this can result in slightly longer
sentences. Second, the crimes of aliens are more often drugs or

firearms offences or crimes of viclence; consequently the proportion of

lJong prison sentences imposed on them is higher.

Immigrants are “fairly well represented” when it comes to drugs

oftences. The nature of these can however differ considerably. The
impression is that there is a relatively high proportion of dealers in
hard drugs among the Turkish convicts and of dealers in soft drugs

among the Moroccans. The Surinamese are often small dealers/users.

Orug-taking and the associated crime occur among the second generation
Moluccans. The proportion of crimes of violence among TurkKish suspects

and, to a lesser extent, Moroccan suspects, is relatively high. This is

no doubt related to political gquestions and cultural diftferences

(matters of honour) to some extent.

The proportion of road traffic offences, on the other hand, is lower

among the wvarious immigrant groups than among the Dutch.
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4  [MMIGRANTS IN DETENTION

Owing to both larger numbers of convicted prisoners and longer
sentences the number of prisoners with a non-Dutch background in the
penal institutions is considerable. According to a census in 193101
agver 287 of prisoners were not Dutch nationals. It is estimated,
furthermore, that prisoners with Dutch nationality but a different
cultural background account for another 207 of the prison population.
0f the foreigners about a quarter.come from Western European countries,
the USA, Canada and Australiaj the remainder are from all over the
world. A total of about 48 different nationalities have been recorded.
The distribution among the penal institutions is not even. High
concentrations of immigrants are found particularly in the long-term
prisons and the remand centres in the west of the country, as well as
in a few towns in the south. The concentrations in the remand centres
correspond to the regions where large numbers of immigrants live.
Research in the long-term prisons indicates that over hal+ their

population is in the aliens and ethnic minorities group (see table 2a).

Table 2a Ethnic mix in long-term prisons (Rook, 1982)

no. “
Dutch 175 43.3
Dutch nationality, non-Dutch background 187 23.8
Aliens 117 32.9
Total 4548 199

& zurvey carried out in the Rotterdam remand centre produced the same
picture. One of the things the survey looked at, on two occasions (with
a six-month interwval), was the population mix. On both occasions it was
found that over half the prisoners belonged to the aliens and ethnic

minorities group (table 2b).02

(11

Table 2b Ethnic composition of remand centre in Rotterdam
(Grapendaal, Yan der Linden and Rook, 1984)

nationality and survey 1 survey 11
cultural background no. % no “
faoreigners 39 28.6 &9 38.5

Dutch nationals with non-

European background 47 22.8 56 26.3
other Dutch nationals 100 48.5 92 43.2
total 286 108 213 188

Given these figures it need come as little surprise that both the
immigrants themselves and the prison staff are often faced with
particular problems.

An initial study of these problems was carried out in 1976 at the
request of the United Nations Social Defence Research Institute
(UNSDRI) .03 Al though even then there were already Surinamese,
Antilleans and Moluccans present, the study - at UNSDRI‘s request -
dealt only with aliens.

The results showed that the lanquage problems were regarded as
particulariy important. Firstly, the fact that people cannot understand
one another causes all sorts of complications. Secondly, the language
problems give rise to misunderstandings, suspicion and, consequently,
aggression. Many foreigners felt discriminated against, for instance.
According to the staff this feeling was however caused by the language
problems and the resulting misunderstandings. Indeed, those who had a
better grasp of the language (and had been longer in the Netherlands)
complained less about discrimination. There is also a danger of

foreigners becoming isolated, particularly those with few if any fellow

B

T
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countrymen (or language speakers) in the institution, The lack of
contact with the outside world (family and friends, but also official
baodies such as the aftercare service) was another problem mentioned.

Last!y, there were complaints about the food.

In the late seventies and early eighties more attention was given to
the ethnic minorities, in the prison system as elsewhere. Whereas
previously the problem above all of "aliens® had been recognised, now
it was realised that ethnic minorities were also involved, i.e.
prisoners who as often as not were resident in the Netherlands, many of

whom would remain here after serving their sentences.

Two new studies were undertaken in the early eighties, therefore. The
first project was concerned with the largest ethnic minority groups in
detention, viz. the Turks, Moroccans and Surinamese. This study was a
direct result of the government‘s new policy on minorities. In—-depth
interviews were held with 38 Turks, 21 Moroccans and 48 Surinamese in
six penal institutions. The interviews were conducted by Dutch
nationals who spoke and understood the languages in question fluently.
In addition 121 members of staff from the same institutions, occupying
diftferent posts and practising different disciplines, were

questioned, 04

The second project was concerned with a smaller group of Moluccans.
This study was carried gut at the instigation of the Moluccan Welfare
Agency, one of the most important Moluccan organisations in the
Netherlands. The Agency received signals to the effect that Moluccans
were not faring well in detention: they were said to have insufficient
cpportunity to experience their own culture and identity (an
internationally recognised right). A working party consisting of
Moluccan representatives and researchers from the Ministry of Justice
was consequently asked to conduct a limited preliminary study. To this
end 17 Moluccan priscners were guestioned in great detail by Moluccan

studants/interviewers.05 We present a few of the findings of these
projects below.

{13]

5  TURKS AND MOROCCANS IN DETENTION

Since the experiences of Turks and Moroccans in detention share a
number of common features, we shall discuss these two groups together

here.
A total of 36 TurKs and 21 Moroccans were invoived in the survey. 0Of

these 57 respondents, 44 were resident in the Netherlands, and were
thus members of the ethnic minorities; four of them were illegal
immigrants. The remaining 13 had come to the Netherlands as "tourists®,
“businessmen® or some such thing. Most of those who were resident here
had been here for five years or more. Their ages were relatively high
by Dutch standards; most of them had relatives in the Netherlands. We
shall shall briefly discuss the main problems of Turks and Moroccans in

detention below.0!

a) Froblems with riqghts of residence and deportation

One of the most serious problems for Turks and Moroccans is whether

they will be permitted to remain in the Netherlands once they have
served their sentences or whether they will be deported. Those not
resident in the Netherlands are always deported once the sentence is
completed. In the cases of residents of the Netherlands a separate
decision is made in each case. This decision follows a fairly
complicated set of rules, which take into account the seriousness of
the offence on the one hand and the length of residence in the
Netherlands and the ties with Dutch society on the other. The
prisoners’ answers revealed a good deal of uncertainty as to what would

happen once they had been discharged (see table 3).

Table 3 Problems of Turks and Moroccans in penal institutions

(Van Immerzee! and Berghuis, 1783)

Legal status no. A
Not leqal residents 18 30
Residents: unsure (or will be sent away) 21 39
Residents: think they may stay 1?7 31

——

Tota! ' 54 190
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To some extent this is unnecessary. [t was patently clear what would
happen to at least 15 respondents who said they did not know whether
they would be allowed to remain in the Netherltands. Six of them had
come here as tourists and would certainly be deported, and nine of them
couid not be deported because of the type of residence permit they
held. Clearly, then, there is a lack of information and advice. This is
due to two reasons. Firstly, the legal status of prisoners is often
unknown in the prison because the Aliens Police have seized their
papers. Secondly, the prison officials often lack Knowledge of the

highly complicated law an aliens.

In the case of another group, however, it is true that it is not
immediately clear whether their residence will be terminated or not. In

some cases it takes a wvery long time before a decision is taKen.

Uncertainty about the future can give rise to serious tension. It is
unclear, both for the prisoners themselves and for the prison
officials, what future they should be preparing for. Is it worthwhile
tor these prisoners to takKe a Dutch course, for example? Should steps
be takKen to prepare t+or the return of the family? Such questions cannot
be answered unti] the aecision is Known. Moreover, fhese prisoner:z are
less eligible, if at all, for certain facilities such as interruption
of sentence, parole and open or semi-open prisons until such time as it
15 certain that thev will be able to remain in the Netherlands. On top
of all this there ic the +ear harboured by some priconers ot what

awaits them it they return to their natiwve countries as ex-convicts.

b) Problems with lanquage

Like the study by Mesman Schuitz and Methorst mentioned eartier, this

survey also revealed a major communication probiem (see table 4).

{131

Table 4 Problems of Turks and Moroccans in penal institutions

(Van Immerzeel and Berghuis, 1983)

Language: mastery of Dutch language no. “
None at all ? 16
Bad 15 26
Some 15 26
Rather good 18 32
Total 57 18@

About a third of these prisoners could cope with Dutch reasonabiy well.
[t is striking that among those with Tittle mastery of the language
there were a number who had been living in the Netherlands for some
time. As Mesman Schultz and Methorst had noted, poor mastery of the
language can be 2 source of misunderstandings and suspicion. There are
also very practical problems: prisoners have poor Knowledge, if any, of
the prison rules, and they do not know that certain tacilities or

events exist or are unable to take advantage of them (e.g. discussion

groups) .

c) Contacts

Understandably, those who are not resident in the Netherlands have
little contact with people outside the institution. Those who do have
their families in the Netherlands have a good deal of contact with
them, by telephone (where possibie), correspondance and visits. Social
workers and prison governors are fairly often asked about the
possibility of extra visits.

This need for contact is probably related to the central position
occupied by *he husband in Turkish and Moroccan tamili1es. His absence

has a stronger dislocating effect on the family than 1t might in other
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le for
rul tures, especially if there is nobody else to take over the role

the time being (brother, sond .

[t will be clear from what we have said about the language problems
i i . is
that contacts within the institution can also be inadequate. Th

plies both to contacts with fellow prisoners and with prison
ation were found

ap
officials. In our survey Joneliness and isol

particularly frequently among the Moroccans.

d) Religqion .
i ‘ neral it
Almost all Turkish and Moroccan prisoners are Moslems. [n ge .
. . . is
may be said that the full exercise of Islamic religious practices

. . . ion. The
difficult to combine with normal life in a Dutch penal institution

i i j ith the
fasting during Ramadan, the prayers five times a day with th

i i ing food are
associated rites, and the special requirements concerning

us enis. SCho w n

sects, the extent to which believers are obliged to Keep the
’ )

not
commandments in prison varies. Consequently the problems are

c i in fact do
equally sericus for everyone. In a some cases the prisons do

) v ost
their best to meet the needs (to some extent) . Nevertheless m

. . ‘ice
pondents said they did not have sufficient opportunity to practis

res

their religion (see tablte 57 .

Table S Praoblems of Turks and Moroccans in penal institutions

(Van Immerzeel and Berghuis, 1983

poscible to live according to religion?
) no. bt
rall Mosliems)
? 18
. 31 82
n0
] 5@ 106
Tota

(171

e) Cul ture

Enough has already been said about |anguage and religion, without doubt
important elements of culture. At least as important is lifestyle. This
is important not only because of the influence it can have but also
because differences in lifestyle are in some respects invisible, If
people cannot understand one another it is a nuisance, but at least the
problem is aobvious. If, on the other hand, two people interpret the
same event in completely different ways, considerable misunderstandings
can result, with consequent irritation and tensiaon. The responses of
both warders and prisoners indicated that there was a real difference
in lifestyvies. It is generally the custom of Turks, for instance, and
particularly of Moroccans, to behave ocutwardly obediently in dependent
relationships (which certainiy exist in prison). Behind this apparent
obedience, however, they will try “"arrange® things and/or find a
"patron" (protector). There wii! thus be attempts on their part fairly
often to obtain something against the rules: rules, to them, are
negotiable. To the warders, however, rules are rules; they call
continual attempts to get round the regulations ®nagging”. Another
problem is the assistance provided in the institution by the aftercare
service and social workKers, for instance. Since the study by Mesman
Schultz and Methorst mentioned eartier this has in fact been
considerably expanded. in the case of immigrants. The problem, however,
is that Turks and Moroccans are frequently suspicious of this
assistance, firstly because it emanates not from relatives but from
official bodies, and secondly because these are paid by the judicial

system. Furthermore, they often have difficulty with the phenomenon of
femaie aid workers.

We have dealt with Turks and Moroccans together in this section because
there are a good deal of similarities in their problems. Nevertheless
it must be realised that there can also be considerable differences.
These can exist not only between Turks and Moroccans but also within
each group. Political differences can of course be extremely important.
There are also differences due to place of origin: the part of the
country, town, rural area. Given that some prison officials, as it

transpired, had difficulty distinguishing Turks from Moroccans, these




£18]

more subtle differences are likely to escape most of them campletely.
This certainly does not make conditions within the prisons any easier,

and the staff will not always react, or be able to react, properly.

&
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é  SURINAMESE IN DETENTION

Almost all Surinamese in the Netherlands have Dutch nationaliy,
especially if they came here before 1980. Those who came after 1989
generally have Surinamese nationality; at present the number is very
small. Consequently most Surinamese in the penal institutions are Dutch
nationals: there are few problems with deportation and the like. The
Surinamese prisoners we studied had generaliy been in the Netherlands
for a fairiy long time, the majority more than five years. Most of them
have relatives in the Netherlands. The age mix is "normal® by Dutch
standards; there are many unemployed among them. Among the crimes a
good deal are drugs oftences (generally possession); the sentences are

fairty long.

Yarious ethnic groups occur among the Suyrinamese.%! The most

important are the Creoles and the Hindustanis; then there are a few
small groups, including Chinese and Javans. The Creoles are descended
from the slaves who were taken captive in Africa from the
mid-seventeenth century onwards and brought to Surinam - sometimes via
another country. The Hindustanis are descended from contract labourers
who were recruited i1n British India around 1988. The Creoles and
Hindustanis each account for about 487 of the Surinamese population in
the Netheriands. Most Creoles are Christians; the Hindustanis are
generally Hindus or Moslems. Since the Creoles have lived in Surinam
longer their in4'uence on Surinamese culture is greater than that of

the Hindustanis.

In our study the number of Creoles (26) was larger than that of
Hindustanis (13). It is not clear to what group the remaining

respondents (é4) belong.

Since most Surinamese have received a Dutch or Dutch-oriented education
{in Surinam), they have fewer problems of language and understancing
than other groups. There are however problems regarding culture and

lifestyle. The Hindustanis (likKe the Turks and Moroccans: find there is

i 8
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not enough opportunity to practise their reltigion. Also, Hindustanis

often feel lonely.

Creoles have different problems. Their relationship with the warders is
fairly poor. Surinamese prisoners (especially Creoles) have an
unfavourable opinion of warders. There are a good deal of complaints
about discrimination - intentional or otherwise - on the part of the
warders. [t also emerges that many Surinamese (especially Creoles) have
difficulty with the prison rules, which they find oppressive. MWarders,
for their part, say that the Surinamese are often lazy, noisy and
aggressive. They are alsoc afraid of groups forming, since they say that
Surinamese are particularly ditficuit to handle in groups. They find
the Creoles more troublesome than the Hindustanis. As with other ethnic
groups, the warders do not like it if the prisoners speak their own
language with one another; the impression, howewver, is that the
Surinamese present a greater threat to the warders. This may have
something to do with the fact that the warders believe that Surinamese
could speak Dutch (to one another) and/or the geneéral impression they
make. Other studies have similarly found that the relationship between
warders and Surinamese prisoners is regarded as probiematic, both by
the wardersf2 and by the Surinamese prisoners.93 [n any event

it is clear that we have here a collision of two cultures: the warders
adhere to the institutional culture, controlled by formal rules,
whereas in 3Surinamese culture (as in some other cocltures in Central and
South pmerical rules are recgarded much more as relative and not applied

as strictly as :1s customary in the Netherlands.

Anather sef ot croblems, particuiarly for the Creales. relatss to care
of 4me body. Sorinamese tabe good care of their bodies,0¢ they like

ta piay sports and expect good sanltary arrangements. Their complaints
are accordingiy about the state of the latter, not enough opportunity
tn take showers, not enough <’ean u-cerwear. They make frequent visits
to the medical zsrvice, often with sKin, back and muscle complaints.
Here aga:in fthe cuitures coliide: prison cfficials describe the
Suriramece’ compliaints as exaggerated in many cases and the people

themseives as petty.

f211

The difference in cul ture also plays a part, lastly, in relations with
other prisoners. Surinamese (like other groups) liKe to associate with
members of their own ethnic group, but this need 1s curbed by fear of
discrimination: although they like to associate with fellow coun trymen
they do not want too many Surinamese in a wing because they are afraid
there would be discrimination. (Nor do the warders want this: they are
afraid of groups forming.) Surinamese say they generally get on well
with Dutch prisoners, but less weli with Moroccans and Turks.05 [t

is assumed that their relationship with Turkish prisoners is due
(partly) to drug trafficking; the Turks, it is said, are the big
dealers, the Surinamese the sma!l dealers. According to the staff, the

relationship between Surinamese and gypsies is very bad.
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7  MOLUCCANS IN DETENTION

As mentioned in section 1, the Moluccans came to the Netherlands in the
fifties. Those of them who are now in the penal institutions are
virtually ail - certainly far more than the other ethnic groups -
second-generation. Most of them are under 30 and were born in the
Netherlands.

Among the prisoners interviewed a number were convicted for offences
connected with politically inspired acts of violence (e.g. the
train-hijacking) . Many of the others have been convicted for drugs
offences and certainly all have a drug problem. There is a very high
proportiocn of unemployed among the Moluccan prisoners. There are not,
however, any real language problems: they ail speak Dutch, although
most of them prefer to speak Malay with one another; their reading is
usually in Dutch. There are no prabliems with deportation; those who do
not possess Dutch nationality are covered by a special law which
entities them to 1iva in the Netherlands and be treated as Dutch
citizens. As with the Surinamese, the problems of the Moluccan
prisoners - where they exist - relate above all! tg culture and

lifestyle,

It is striking that even the Moluccans often feel discriminated
against. Here the complaints are directed not primarily at the staff,
however, but at the other prisoners, particularly the Dutch. This 1s
probably a repercussion of the violent campaigns of the sewventies.
Whereas after these campaigns the government and government officials
made =2¢forts - 3 certain quiliy conscience having ceen pricked - to
meet the needs of the Moluccans, the poputation continued to harbcour
susplcion and fear for a long time to come. Some Moluccan prisoners
according have the feeiing that their Dutch fellow inmates regard them

as "people who run round with Junz®. This 1s all of a pirece wi‘th the

&
1

“1nding tha* the Mcluczan orisonerz guestioned get on better with

thni

(a}

membersz of other groups than with the Dutch.

D

ancrthner zTriking finding 15 how deeply invcived the Moluccan prisoners

[23]

are with their own ethnic group. This involvement is expressed in
various ways. Moluccans associate with one another a good deal in
prison. They attach great value to contacts with relatives and friends.
They also strongly prefer a Moluccan spiritual adviser and Moluccan
social workers. Where possible they organise wvisits by Moluccan dance

troupes and furnish themselves with Moluccan literature.

The survey creates the impression of a highly inward-looKing group, to

some extent protected against outsiders. The sttuation does not however
seem to be very problamatic.
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8  DISCUSSION

It is clear from the foregoing that the situation of the Turks and
Moroccans differs considerably from that of the Surinamese and
Moluccans. It would not seem rash to presume that this difference is
related to the distance from Dutch culture. Surinamese and Moluccans
may not share the whole of Dutch cul ture, but at least they are
familiar with it, and thev speak the language well enough to be able to
communicate. The most important point is the difference in lifestyle,
in do’s and don‘ts, in ways of reacting. As we have seen, this vields
real problems only in the case of the Creoles (both for them and for
the prisons). For the Turks and Moroccans the situation is much more
difficult. An uncertain future, a considerable lack of tanguage skills
and a fundamentally different culture can make the situation extremely
problematic. And they have the advantage that there are usually one or
more fellow countrymen among the inmates of the prison. it can readily
be imagined that the situation for those who come from a long way off
and are imprisoned without others of the same nationality is even more
difficult. The idea that there is nowhere better to zpend one’s time
than a Dutch prison can now be relegated to the realm of fairwvland.
When questioned on this, a number of TurKish and Moroccan prisoners
answered that they would prefer to serve their sentences in their own
zountry rather than in the Netherlands. This was influenced not only by
the location of the family (i1n connection with visits) but alsc by the
more informal atmosphere and the greater measure of freedom (as they

perceived it) within the institution.

T ~
'

! an rezdily be imagined that the multicultural and multinationas
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